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HOWARD J. STECHEL T 

First Interstate Dank Building 
6255 Sunset Boulevard 
Suite 2000 

Los Angeles, California 90028 
(213) 464-8464 

JOHN G. PETERSON 
TRABISH & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way 
Suite 902 

Los Angeles, California 90291 
(213) 822-2818 

Attorneys for Church of Scientology 
of California 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


) CASE NO. C 420 153 

) 

) ORDER 

) 

' ) 

) 

) ■ 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Cross-Complainant, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, et al., ) 

) 

Cross-Defendants. ) 

_ . ) 


A Motion for Clarification of Preliminary Injunction 
and for Other Relief submitted by Plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California came on regularly for hearing 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, A California 
corpor a tion 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
THROUGH 10, inclusive, 

Defendants. 
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on December 8, 1982 before the Honorable John L. Cole. 
Plaintiff Church appeared by counsel Howard J. Stechel. 
Defendant Gerald Armstrong appeared by counsel Bruce M. Bunch. 
Intervenor Mary Sue Hubbard appeared by Michael S. Magnuson. 

Based upon the papers submitted by the parties and 
oral argument at the hearing, 



NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Counsel for the parties in this case Shall be 
entitled to inspect the material under- the protective custody 
of this Court solely for use in this case. Counsel shall not 
disseminate information about these documents or their contents 
except in papers filed in proceedings in thiB action. All such 


papers shall be filed under seal. 

2. Should a party in another lawsuit seek discovery 
of these documents, the following procedures shall be followed: 

v _ , . , .j . ,1c—a-rnotion—to—inber-ve-no— 

Ms, \ 

in this fection a motion to 

documents under seal. The motion shall set forth, as in a 



(a) The party slip 



nitiate discovery of the 


request for production of documents, a description of the 


documents sought to be discovered. 

(b) The moving party shall have no right to 
• inspect the sealed documents. Rather, upon on order of this 
Court, a Special Master shall be appointed to review the 
documents and to identify all documents that fall within the 
moving parties' requests. The Special Master then shall notify 
all parties to this action of the documents that have been 
identified as being relevant to the discovery request. 
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' (c) The parties to this action, including •al-i/3‘ , -uy 

. . IN 

^n>QxVjeTr^T~s, shall file formal objections to the production of 
any of the identified documents within fourteen (14) days of 
the mailing of the notice by the Special Master. If there are 
no objections to a document, it shall be made available to the 


moving party. 


(d) If the moving party desires production of 


documents to which there has been an objection, the party Bhall 
file a motion to compel discovery to be heard by the Special 
Master. All parties who filed objections to the documents 
being sought shall be entitled to file papers in opposition to 
the motion. The motion to compel shall be considered a 
proceeding in this action. ( 

(e) The costs'of the Special Master shall be 

% 

paid as follows: (1) the cost of reviewing the documents shall 

be paid by the moving party? (2) the cost of the hearing on the 

motion to compel shall be paid by the party or parties who do 

not prevail; and (3) should a party prevail on some issues and 

not on other issues, the cost shall be apportioned equitably 

among the parties by the Special Master. 

. . . , (2) ✓W'-* 

)a /) 

DATED: 0's \ )J f 1 X — er ^(r) 

fy —3 
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JOHN L. COLE 












Judge of the Superior Court 
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